Remarks/Arguments 

Reconsideration of this application, as amended, is respectfully requested. 

The drawings are under an objection as failing to comply with 37 CFR 
1.84(p)(4) for the reason that, in the specification, reference numeral 132 is used to 
designate two different components. This objection is thought overcome by the 
amendment to paragraph [0022] of the specification by changing "hydraulic motor 
132" to -hydraulic motor 126-, this reference numeral appearing on FIG. 2. 

Claims 1-5 are pending in this application. 

Claims 1 and 5 are each under an objection due to "a sensor located" in line 8 
of claim 1 appearing to be incomplete, and due to an erroneous spelling of clutch 
appearing in line 2 of claim 5. This objection to claim 1 is thought overcome by 
stating where the sensor is mounted, and that to claim 5 is overcome by replacing 
"cutch" by -clutch-. 

Claims 1-5 are under a rejection based on 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Clauss DE 19918552 A1. This rejection is in error as Clauss does 
not disclose the claimed overload clutch including torque transfer elements which 
generate acoustic and/or mechanical vibrations when the clutch experiences a 
torque in excess of a predetermined limit value, nor does Clauss disclose a sensor 
for sensing the vibrations generated by the clutch. 

Specifically, referring to U.S. Patent No. 6,381,932, which is the US 
counterpart to DE 19918552, the description in the first paragraph of column 4 
contains the statement that: "For the jam sensor 102, for example, a torque sensor 
may be provided on the shaft 62 of the slope conveyor roll 44, as shown in FIG. 2". 
No further description of the jam sensor 102 is contained in Clauss. 

Thus, claim 1 is not anticipated by Clauss. Claims 2-5 depend either directly 
or indirectly from claim 1 and are likewise thought allowable. 

Claim 2 is thought allowable for the additional reason that it requires the 
sensor to be a knock sensor and Clauss does not disclose a knock sensor. 

Claim 3 depends from claim 2 and is likewise thought allowable. Claim 3 is 
thought allowable for the additional reason that it requires the knock sensor to be 
mounted adjacent the shear bar of a forage harvester, and while Clauss does 
disclose a forage harvester, the torque sensor 144 is associated with the chopper 
drum 122 and nothing is said about a knock sensor being associated with the shear 
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• ''bar. It is here noted that it is old to provide a knock sensor at the shear bar, but that 
it is not known to use this sensor to also sense vibrations generated by an overload 
clutch, as claimed. 

Claim 4 is thought allowable for the additional reason that, as amended, it 
requires the overload clutch to be mounted on the crop take-up arrangement, which 
is mounted on a forward end of the forage harvester, and no such overload clutch is 
associated with the crop pick-up arrangement shown in FIG. 5 of Clauss, nor is such 
an overload clutch mentioned in the description. 

Claim 5 is thought allowable for the additional reason that it requires the 
overload clutch to be cam-controlled and no such overload clutch is evident in 
Clauss. 

In conclusion, it is believed that this application is in condition for allowance, 
and such allowance is respectfully requested. 

Any fees or charges due as a result of filing of the present paper may be 
charged against Deposit Account 04-0525. Two duplicates of this page are 
enclosed. 
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